
November 2,2006 

Lawrence H. Norton , Esq. 
General Counsel 
Federal Election Commission 
999 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20463 

I 

MUR# Re: Complaint Against Richard Pombo For Congress, RICHPAC 

Dear Mr. Notton, 

Attached please find a complaint (3 copies), and attached exhibit A, filed by 
McNerney for Congress against Richard Pombo for Congress and RICHPAC for 
violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 , as amended, 2 U.S.C. 43 1 et 
a. ("the Act"), and Commission regulations at 1 1 C.F.R. 1.1  et sea. 

Please note that we are sending the Declaration of A.J. Carillo that supports 
Exhibit A separately via overnight mail today. 

Also enclosed please find a self-addressed stamped envelope. Please return an 
endorsed-filed copy of the complaint. Thank you for your cooperation and assistance in 
this matter. 
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McNerney for Congress 



Before the Federal Election Commission 

McNerney for Congress 
6250 Village Pkwy 
Dublin, CA 94568-2449 
(925) 833 0643 

vs. 

Richard Pombo, Richard Pombo for Congress 
Campaign Headquarters 
6702 Inglewood Avenue, Suite K 
Stockton, CA 95207 
(209) 956-3976 

RICHPAC 
1 155 2 1 st Street NW 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 859-4953 8 .  

MURNo.: 5377 

COMPLAINT 

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §437g, and upon information and belief, this complaint 

concerns violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 , as amended, 2 U.S.C. 

43 1 et seq. (“the Act”), and Commission regulations at 1 1 C.F.R. 1 10.1 and 1 1 C.F.R. 

110.2, by Richard Pombo, Richard Pombo for Congress (“Pombo for Congress”), the 

campaign committee for Representative Richard Pombo, who is a candidate running for 

re-election in the 1 I* Congressional District of California, and RICHPAC, a federal 

political action committee that functions as a “Leadership PAC” for Richard Pombo. 

Pombo for Congress is a political committee registered with the Commission. 
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This complaint alleges that Richard Pombo for Congress and RICHPAC violated 

federal election law by circumventing the $5,000 federal campaign limit on PAC 

contributions to candidates running for federal office. In 2006, RICHPAC (Richard 

Pombo’s leadership PAC) made multiple in-kind contributions with a value of $161,000 

in fees, retainers, commissions, and bonuses to Carol Goeas and Associates, a 

professional political fundraiser, for the purpose of raising money for the Pombo for 

Congress campaign committee. Pombo for Congress disclosed only that it reimbursed 

Carol Goeas and Associates for more than $23,000 for fundraising expenses, but failed to 

disclose the receipt of the rest of the illegal in-kind contributions made by RICHPAC in 

the form of payments to Carol Goeas and Associates for her fundraising work on behalf 

of Pombo for Congress. In addition to alleging that both Pombo for Congress and 

RICHPAC circumvented the $5,000 contribution limit, this complaint alleges that 

Richard Pombo for Congress has violated federal election law for failing to disclose the 

illegal in-kind contributions. 

I. FACTS 

On information and belief, in 2006, RICHPAC paid Carol Goeas and Associates, 

of Carol Goeas and Associates & Associates, more than $161,000 in fees, retainers, 

commissions, and bonuses for Goeas’ fundraising work on behalf of Pombo for 

Congress, despite the fact that RICHPAC raised less than $154,000 during the same time 

period. In the first eighteen days of October, 2006, RICHPAC paid Carol Goeas and 

Associates more than $66,600 for her fundraising efforts and work for Pombo for 

Congress, despite the fact that RICHPAC raised less than $13,000 during the same time 
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period. (See RichPAC FEC Spreadsheet, attached herein as Exhibit A). Thus, Carol 

Goeas and Associates was paid more than three times more in “commissions” than RICH 

PAC actually raised. 

On or about September 22,2006, Pombo for Congress reimbursed Carol Goeas 

and Associates for more than $23,000 for “fundraising expenses.” (See Exhibit A). 

However, Pombo for Congress did not pay Carol Goeas and Associates any fees, 

retainers, commissions, or bonuses for fhdraising on behalf of the Pombo for Congress 

campaign committee in 2006, according to the disclosure reports filed by Pombo for 

Congress with the FEC in 2006. (See Exhibit A). 

11. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

A. Pombo For Congress and RICHPAC violated the Act and Commission 

regulations and circumvented federal contribution limits, by operating 

under a scheme in which RICHPAC illegally made in-kind contributions 

to Pombo for Congress, in the form of payments to Carol Goeas and 

Associates of $161,000 in fees, retainers, commissions and bonuses for 

fundraising work and services for Pombo for Congress. 

The Federal Election Campaign Act, at 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a)(l)(d), explicitly 

forbids any person from making a contribution “...to any other political committee in any 

calendar year which, in the aggregate, exceed $5,000.” See 1 1 C.F.R. 1 10.1 (d). A PAC 

can contribute up to $5,000 to another political committee per election (primary and 

general). 2 U.S.C. 0 441a(a)(2)(a). By paying Carol Goeas and Associates more than 
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$16 1,000 in fees, retainers, commissions, and bonuses for fundraising work and services 

that Goeas did for Pombo for Congress, RICHPAC effectively circumvented the $5000 

federal campaign contribution limit, by making illegal in-kind contributions to Pombo for 

Congress greatly exceeding the $5000 limit. Pombo for Congress thus received the 

benefits of Goeas’ fbndraising work without having to pay for it out of Pombo for 

Congress funds. 
#) 

The Pombo for Congress campaign thus attempted to circumvent federal election 

law and federal campaign contribution limits by using its affiliated PAC, RICHPAC, to 

make campaign disbursements to Carol Goeas and Associates for fundraising work for 

Pombo for Congress-disbursements that Pombo for Congress should have been making 

from its own funds. 

I g’ 

B. Pombo for Congress violated federal election law and Commission 

regulations by failing to disclose the receipt of in-kind contributions from I 

RICHPAC in the form of payment of more than $161,000 in fees, 

retainers, commissions, and bonuses to Carl Goeas for fundraising work 

and services for Pombo for Congress, because these in-kind contributions 

were illegal, exceeding the $5,000 limit on these contributions. 

Pombo for Congress failed to disclose or report any in-kind contributions received 

from RICHPAC in any of its disclosure reports filed with the Commission in 2006, for 

the payments made by RICHPAC to Carol Goeas and Associates for Goeas’s fbndraising 

work for Pombo for Congress. (See Exhibit A.) Thus, Pombo for Congress avoided 

revealing its circumvention of federal campaign finance law - and that it was illegally 
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receiving more than $16 1,000 in in-kind contributions from RICHPAC, contributions 

which far exceed the federal contribution limit of $5,000 per election. 

111. CONCLUSION 

Pombo for Congress's and RICHPACs' violation of and failure to comply with 

the Act and Commission regulations warrants finther investigation and enforcement by 

the Commission. Demand is further made that the Commission immediately investigate 

the matter and find Pombo for Congress and RICHPAC in violation of the Act and 

Commission regulations for the reasons set forth herein. 

Respecthlly submiaed, 

McNerney for Congress 

D before me on November 2 , 2 0 0 6 .  

Notary Public 
d 

uly31,2007 My Commission Expires:[ . .  
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